Parliamentary Government in England
offences with which it deals were already amply covered
by existing legislation. Many of its provisions are so
widely and ambiguously drawn that it appears possible
to bring within its ambit any speech the pacifist tendency
of which might have  the result of making a soldier
doubt the validity of his calling; certainly I think that
the distribution of Peace Pledge Union leaflets to mem-
bers of the armed forces would bring the distributor
within the terms of the statute.1 The one important case
so far brought under its auspices is R. v* Phillips^ in
which a lad of eighteen was sentenced to twelve months'
imprisonment by Mr. Justice Singleton for some wild
and irresponsible advice to a soldier; the contrast between
this sentence and the six months imposed upon Mr* Tom
Mann for the famous "Don't Shoot" leaflet of 1912
(Mr. Mann was released after seven weeks1 imprisonment)
is striking. Not less drastic in its potentialities is the
Uniforms Act of  1936.3  Most responsible observers
will agree that the clauses in the statute which forbade
the adoption of uniforms by political bodies were (in the
light of continental experiences) salutary* But advantage
was taken of the general approval of this prohibition
immensely to extend the powers of the police. A wider
meaning is given to the offence of "insulting words and
behaviour." The Chief of Police may contrpl the route
and conduct of any procession about which he has
"reasonable ground for apprehending" the possibility of
disorder. With the assent of the local authority and the
Home Office, he may impose an order banning all pro-
cessions within the whole, or part, of the area within his
jurisdiction for a period not exceeding three months;
« W. L Jennings, TJk Section Act Explamtd (1935).
* See The Tirnet, March 10, 1937, and March r<, 1937*
1 iEd.VUItndiGeo,V.C6.
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